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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-20 and 22-29 are presented for examination. Claim 21 
has been canceled. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 
U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out 
and distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his 
invention. 

3. Claims 6, 7 and 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and 
distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. For example, in claim 14, the phrase "arranging conflicting 
policies in order", the order possibly can be in consecutive or 
hierarchal, in either instances applicant has no limitation/language that 
an intersection can possibly occur. Determination of intersection is 
vague and indefinite. See MPEP § 2173.05(d). Furthermore, the claim 
allows plurality of local policies that can be conflicting. The selection of 
the preferred policy closest to the local cannot be achieved. If all the 
conflicting policies are local policies, either don't intersect or have 
similar intersection. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section 
made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign 
country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the 
date of application for patent in the United States. 

5. Claims 1-20 and 22-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Thebaut et al. (5,889,953) (hereinafter Thebaut). 

6. As per claim 1, Thebaut discloses a computer-implemented 
method comprising: 

identifying multiple policies to be combined together (policy is 
interpreted as set of rules that govern the interaction between a 
subject and an object, col 4, lines 5-25); 

determining whether any conflicts exist between the multiple 

policies (col 4, lines 25-35); 

adding non-conflicting policies to a merged policy set (producing 
a rule set, col 4, lines 15-25); and 
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resolving conflicting policies by selecting a preferred policy based 
on an allowed range of policy value (col 4, lines 25-54); and 

including the preferred policy in the merged policy set (col 4, 
lines 15-24; lines 45-57). 

7. As per claim 2, Thebaut discloses the preferred policy represents 
a preferred range of values associated with at least one of the multiple 
policies (rule that satisfies largest number of conditions, lines 45-54). 

8. As per claim 3, Thebaut discloses determining an allowed range 
of values associated with the multiple policies (most specific to least 
specific to col 4,lines 45-54). 

9. As per claim 4, Thebaut discloses the preferred policy is 
contained within the allowed range of values associated with the 
multiple policies (most specific to least specific to col 4,lines 45-54). 

10. As per claim 5, Thebaut discloses deleting policies that are 
outside the allowed range of values (col 4, lines 40-54), wherein the 
allowed range of values is associated with the multiple policies (most 
specific to least specific to col 4, lines 45-54). 
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11. As per claim 6, Thebaut discloses selecting a preferred policy 
includes: arranging conflicting policy templates in order from global 
policies to local policies (most specific to least specific to col 4,lines 
45-54); 

determining an intersection of the conflicting policy templates 
(overlapping, col 4, lines 40-44; col 8, lines 61-67; col 9, lines 1-21); 
and 

selecting the preferred policy template based on the intersection 
of the conflicting policy templates (overlapping, col 4, lines 40-54; col 
8, lines 61-67; col 9, lines 1-21). 

12. As per claim 7, Thebaut discloses selecting a preferred policy 
includes: 

Arranging conflicting policy templates in order from global 
policies to local policies (most specific to least specific to col 4,lines 
45-54); 

determining an intersection of the conflicting policy templates 
(overlapping, col 4, lines 40-44; col 8, lines 61-67; col 9 , lines 1-21); 
and 

selecting the preferred policy template based on the policy 
template closest to the local policies and within the intersection of the 
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conflicting policy templates (overlapping, col 4, lines 40-54; col 8, 
lines 61-67; col 9, lines 1-21). 

13. As per claim 8, Thebaut discloses the policies are event-handling 
policies (col 4,lines 9-15). 

14. As per claim 9, Thebaut discloses the policies define how a 
device is to be configured (col 4, lines 58-64). 

15. As per claim 10, Thebaut discloses the policies identify the types 
of events that are provided to each device (col 4, lines 8-15; col 3 lines 
31-34). 

16. As per claim 11, Thebaut discloses resolving conflicting policies 
includes comparing related policies individually (col 8, lines61-65). 

17. As per claim 12, Thebaut discloses wherein the method is 
implemented by a management module (PCM, col 4, lines 63-67). 

18. As per claim 13, Thebaut discloses one or more computer- 
readable memories containing a computer program that is executable 
by a processor to perform (col 5, lines 60-65; col 6 lines 1-11). 
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19. As per claim 14, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as 
claims 1 and 7, above. 

20. As per claim 15, Thebaut discloses the preferred policy 
represents a preferred range of values associated with at least one of 
the multiple policies (col 4,lines 45-54). 

21. As per claim 16, Thebaut discloses deleting policies that are 
outside the preferred range of values (col 4, lines 40-54). 

22. As per claim 17, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as 
claims 14 and 8 above. 

23. As per claims 18, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as 
claims 14 and 9 above. 

24. As per claim 19, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as 
claims 14 and 13 above. 

25. As per claim 20, claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 
1, above. In addition Thebaut discloses a storage device (fig 15, col 
16, lines 54-65); a management module coupled to the storage device 
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(col 16, lines 54-65; col 4, lines 63-67, policy-based configuration 
manager). 

26. As per claim 22, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as 
claims 20 and 7 above. 

27. As per claim 23, Thebaut discloses the management module is 
part of an enterprise computing system (col 4, lines 63-67). 

28. As per claim 24, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as 
claims 20. In addition, Thebaut discloses the management module 
receives event data generated by a plurality of event providers coupled 
to the management module (col 4, lines 8-15; lines 63-67; col 5, lines 
1-21). 

29. As per claim 25, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as 
claims 20 and 9 above. 

30. As per claim 26, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as 
claims 20 and 10 above. 
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31. As per claims 27-29, claims are rejected for the same reasons as 
claims 1-10, above. 

Conclusion 

32. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure: 

U.S. Patent 6,473,851 teaches merging multiple policies, 

overlapping/intersecting and conflict resolution. 

U.S. Patent 5,872,928 teaches defining and enforcing policies. 

U.S. Patent 6,243,747 eaches defining and enforcing policies. 

U.S. Patent 6,381,639 teaches defining and enforcing policies. 

U.S. Patent 6,799,208 

U.S. Patent 6,466,932 

33. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Mohammad 
A. Siddiqi whose telephone number is (571) 272-3976. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday -Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, John A. Follansbee can be 
reached on (571) 272-3964. The fax phone number for the 
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organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) 
system. Status information for published applications may be obtained 
from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for 
unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866- 
217-9197 (toll-free). 
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